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REGION 5 

230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. 
CHICAG0,lUptUS 60604 

M r .  Jack R. Cra ig  
Uni'ted States Department o f  Energy 
Feed Mate r ia l s  Product ion Center 
P.O. Box 398705 
C inc inna t i ,  Ohio 45239-8705 

REPLY TOAllENTlCf4 OF: 

HRE-8J 

RE: U.S. DOE Request f o r  Extension 
on Par ts  1, 2, and 3 o f  t h e  
South Plume Removal Ac t i on  

Dear M r .  Craig:  

The Uni ted States Environmental P ro tec t i on  Agency (U.S. EPA) has reviewed t h e  
Uni ted States Department o f  Energy's ( U . S .  DOE) reques t  f o r  a schedule extens ion 
on p a r t s  1, 2, and 3 of t h e  South Groundwater Contamination Plume Removal Act ion.  
Also, U.S. EPA has considered a l l  i n fo rma t ion  discussed i n  t h e  November 21, 1991 
meeting regard ing  U.S.  D O E ' S  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  a t ime  extension. 

Pursuant t o  Sect ion XVIII o f  t h e  1991 Amended Consent Agreement U.S. EPA must 
consider what i s  good cause f o r  a schedule extens ion based upon in fo rma t ion  
submit ted by U.S. DOE. 

P a r t  1, a l t e r n a t e  water supply: U.S. EPA disagrees w i th  many of t h e  f a c t o r s  
which U.S. DOE c la ims l e d  t o  t h e  schedule de lay  f o r  p a r t  1. Nevertheless,  U.S. 
EPA considers t h e  de terminat ion  o f  t h e  presence o f  groundwater contaminat ion i n  
t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  S t a t e  Route 128 t o  be a good cause f o r  t h e  schedule extension. 
The groundwater contaminat ion i n  t h i s  area i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  groundwater plume 
was much l a r g e r  than an t i c ipa ted ,  which r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  need t o  redes ign  t h e  
a l t e r n a t e  water supply t o  p o t e n t i a l l y  support  t o  o ther  users. This  r e s u l t e d  t h e  
need t o  increase t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e  w e l l f i e l d ,  and acqu i re  access t o  o the r  p roper t y  
which may have l e d  t o  f u r t h e r  delays.  

Pa r t  2, pumping and discharge: Pa r t  2 was g r e a t l y  impacted by  t h e  groundwater 
contaminat ion a t t r i b u t e d  f rom t h e  Paddy's Run Road Superfund Site: The presence 
o f  t h e  organ ic  and ino rgan ic  groundwater cons t i t uen ts  requ i red  U.S. DOE t o  
r e l o c a t e  t h e  w e l l  f i e l d ,  designed t o  capture t h e  groundwater contaminat ion from 
t h e  U.S. DOE s i t e .  Th is  r e l o c a t i o n  a l s o  caused r e l a t e d  delays.  Accord ing ly ,  
U.S. EPA f inds  good cause f o r  a schedule.extension. 

P a r t  3, I n t e r i m  Advanced Wastewater Treatment (IAWWT) System: P a r t  3 was a l s o  
impacted by t h e  presence o f  groundwater contaminat ion a t t r i b u t e d  from t h e  Paddy's 
Run Road Superfund S i te .  The r e l o c a t i o n  o f  t h e  i n t e r c e p t o r  w e l l s  i n  p a r t  2, 
r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  need t o  redesign t h e  IAWWT system t o  accommodate t h e  h igher  
uranium concentrat ions t h a t  would be encountered a t  t h e  new l o c a t i o n .  Treatment 
o f  t h e  uranium i s  requ i red  t o  meet t h e  d ischarge l i m i t s  agreed upon b y  U.S. DOE f l  
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and U.S. EPA. U.S. EPA f i n d s  t h a t  U.S. DOE'S need t o  redesign t h e  IAWWT system: 
t o  meet t h e  t reatment  requirements and i t s  r e l a t e d  delays a re  good cause f o r  a 
schedul e extension. 

Therefore, U.S. EPA has considered t h e  rev i sed  mi lestones proposed by  U.S. DOE 
and accepts t h e  schedule extensions based upon t h e  above good f a i t h  causes. 

However, U.S. EPA recognizes t h a t  U.S. DOE has had problems ga in ing  access t o  
p roper t i es  requ i red  t o  conduct t h e  removal ac t ion .  It i s  U.S. EPA's p o s t t i o n  
t h a t  according t o  t h e  1991 Amended Consent agreement Sec t ion  X X I X ,  U.S. DOE i s  
express ly  ob l i ga ted  t o  pursue access according t o  s e c t i l  n 104(e) o f  t h e  
Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and L i a b i l  ty  Act. U.S. DOE 
should a l so  make every e f f o r t  t o  ob ta in  access by proceeding w i t h  easement and 
condemnation a c t i v i t i e s  i n  p a r a l l e l  w i t h  submi t t ing  t h e  CERCLA in fo rmat ion  t o  t h e  
Department o f  Jus t ice .  

Any fu r the r  delays deemed necessary by U.S. DOE as a r e s u l t  o f  f a i l u r e  t o  o b t a i n  
access w i l l  be h e a v i l y  s c r u t i n i z e d  by U.S. EPA be fo re  any schedule extensions 
w i  11 be granted. 

If you have any questions regard ing  t h e  above matter, p lease contac t  me a t  FTS 
886-0992. 

Sincere ly ,  

James A.  Sar i c  
Remedi a1 P r o j e c t  Manager 

cc: Graham M i t c h e l l ,  OEPA-SWDO 
Pat Whi t f  i e l  d, U. S. DOE-HDQ 
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David Ul l r ich->Wi l l iam Muno->Kevin Pierard, WMD 
Mary But ler ,  ORC 

I Sandra 1 ee, ORC 
David Kee, ARD 
Dan O'Riordan, OPA 
Ed Schuessler, PRC 
Jim Benett i ,  ARD 


